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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment/arguments filed on 1/21/2009. 

2. Claims 16 and 20 have been amended. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 1/21/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

4. In response to the Applicant's argument traversing the Examiner's rejection of 
claims 1-26 (Pages 10-12), the Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

The Examiner views Koskinen's teachings as follows: Koskinen teaches 
"different users and even the same user may have several different portable devices in 
connection with which the invention can be applied" (Col. 4 lines 51-54) and "wherein a 
set of portable devices is defined for the action, wherein if the conditions for activating 
the action are met in one portable device from said set of portable devices, the action is 
activated". (Col. 14 lines 49-53) In other words, a user has an upcoming event to occur 
at a specific time and place. The user defines the event (time and place) and instructs 
the server that all of the user's wireless devices are to be notified if any of the devices 
are not at the event. Even if two of three devices are located at the event, because one 
device is not, then the "condition for activating the action are met" which would be to 
remind all of the user's devices of the event. (Col. 14 lines 49-53) 
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5. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., "If that schedule upcoming event fails to occur" (Page 12) are not recited in the 
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 16-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 16-23 are directed to a "computer program product" that comprises a 
"computer usable medium", however the specification fails to clearly define a "computer 
program product" and a "computer usable medium", therefore the claimed limitation can 
be broadly and reasonably interpreted as a program per se, or that the product and 
medium is merely a carrier wave or signal, which is non-statutory. 

The examiner is not giving a non-statutory rejection to claims 24-26 because the 
examiner is assuming a statutory configuration because the computer-readable medium 
has instructions stored thereon and are being executed by a processor. The Examiner 
thanks the applicant for adding "computer-readable medium" to the specification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Murray (US-6,484,033) in view of Koskinen et al. (US-7,039,420 hereinafter, Koskinen). 

Regarding claim 1 , Murray teaches a communication system comprising: 

a plurality of communications devices communicating with each other over a 
network; (Fig. 1 [60, 62 & 66]) 

a storage on said network storing location and presence information about 
system users, each of said plurality of communications devices being identifiable with at 
least one system user; (Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43) and 

an identity context reminder service monitoring said plurality of communications 
devices for current location and presence status for associated users and comparing 
said current location and presence status for inconsistencies with an expected location 
and presence for said associated users from stored said location and presence 
information, said identity context reminder service selectively providing a reminder to 
respective communications device of said plurality of communications devices 
responsive to an inconsistency. (Fig. 6 and Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43) 

Murray differs from the claimed invention by not explicitly reciting each one of 
said associated users are associated with more than one of said plurality of 
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communications devices, wherein for each of said ones said identity context reminder 
service monitors multiple associated devices of said plurality of communications devices 
for inconsistencies in one or more. 

In an analogous art, Koskinen teaches a method and system for presenting 
reminders in a portable device (Abstract, Col. 14 lines 17-27) that includes having a 
user that is associated with more than one of said plurality of communications devices 
(Col. 14 lines 49-53) and a notification service, said identity context reminder service 
monitoring a plurality of communication devices associated with a single user and said 
notification service providing said reminder to said selected one. (Col. 14 lines 17-27 
and lines 49-53 i.e. if any one of the devices isn't where it should be, the reminder is 
sent) At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to be motivated to implement the invention of Murray after 
modifying it to incorporate a group of devices associated with a single user as taught 
Koskinen since it is well known that a single user may possess several different portable 
devices (personal cell-phone, work cell-phone, etc. and Koskinen Col. 4 lines 51-54) at 
different times throughout a day (or alternatively, in different locations) but wishes to 
receive reminders regardless of which device the user has in their possession. In other 
words, it is well within the scope of one of ordinary skill to be motivated to provide a 
single service {i.e. schedule reminders) to a user regardless of where the user is located 
and to whatever device the user has in their possession (or is currently using). 

Regarding claim 2, Murray in view of Koskinen teaches a presence service 
receiving current presence status for said associated users from said plurality of 
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communication devices and providing received said presence status to said identity 
context reminder service. (Murray Fig. 10 & Fig. 11) 

Regarding claim 3, Murray in view of Koskinen teaches at least one said 
reminder indicates that a user associated with said respective communication device is 
at a location other than a previously scheduled expected location. (Murray Col. 4 line 
60 through Col. 5 line 43, Fig. 6, Fig. 7 and Col. 10 lines 5-67) 

Regarding claim 4, Murray in view of Koskinen teaches a location service 
receiving current location status for said associated users from said plurality of 
communications devices and providing received said location status for said associated 
users to said identity context reminder service. (Murray Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 
line 43, Fig. 6, Fig. 7 and Col. 10 lines 5-67) 

Regarding claim 5, Murray in view of Koskinen teaches at least one said 
reminder indicates that an associated user identified to said respective communications 
device is at a location other than an expected location for said associated user. (Murray 
Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43, Fig. 6, Fig. 7 and Col. 10 lines 5-67) 

Regarding claim 6, Murray in view of Koskinen teaches a notification service, 
said identity context reminder service identifying a selected one of said plurality of 
communications devices and said notification service providing said reminder to said 
selected one. (Murray Fig. 2 [108], Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43, Fig. 6, Fig. 7 
and Col. 10 lines 5-67) 
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Regarding claim 7, Murray in view of Koskinen teaches the notification service is 
a text based messaging service. (Murray Col. 3 lines 24-63 and Col. 4 line 60 through 
Col. 5 line 43) 

Regarding claim 8, Murray in view of Koskinen teaches the text based 
messaging service is selected from the group consisting of e-mail, instant messaging 
and short message service (SMS). (Murray Col. 3 lines 24-63) 

Regarding claim 9, Murray in view of Koskinen teaches an identity context 
reminder client on at least one communications device of said plurality of 
communications devices, said identity context reminder client facilitating managing 
identity context reminder notifications from said at least one communications device. 
(Murray Fig. 2 & Fig. 3) 

Regarding claim 10, Murray in view of Koskinen teaches at least one of said 
communication devices is a mobile station in a cellular phone network. (Murray Fig. 1, 
Fig. 2, Fig. 3 and Koskinen Col. 4 lines 49-51) 

Regarding claim 11, Murray in view of Koskinen teaches the storage is a central 
storage and said identity content service is located on a server with said central storage 
(Murray Fig. 1 [76]), and said communications system further comprises a rules based 
engine on said server monitoring said current location and presence status on said 
plurality of communications devices for said associated users and providing said identity 
context reminder service. (Murray Fig. 6 and Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43) 
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Regarding claim 12, Murray teaches a method of maintaining location and 
presence status current in a communications system including a plurality of 
communications devices networked together said method comprising the steps of: 

storing location and presence information for a user identified with one or more 
communications devices; (Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43) 

monitoring a plurality of communications devices for current location and 
presence status for associated users; (Fig. 3 [111] and Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 
43) 

comparing said current location and presence status to stored said location and 
presence information to identify inconsistencies for said associated users; (Fig. 6 and 
Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43) and 

sending a notification to an identified user at a corresponding one of said one or 
more communications devices. (Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43, Fig. 6, Fig. 7 and 
Col. 10 lines 5-67) 

Murray differs from the claimed invention by not explicitly reciting each one of 
said associated users are associated with more than one of said plurality of 
communications devices, wherein for each of said ones said identity context reminder 
service monitors multiple associated devices of said plurality of communications devices 
for inconsistencies in one or more. 

In an analogous art, Koskinen teaches a method and system for presenting 
reminders in a portable device (Abstract, Col. 14 lines 17-27) that includes having a 
user that is associated with more than one of said plurality of communications devices 
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(Col. 14 lines 49-53) and a notification service, said identity context reminder service 
monitoring a plurality of communication devices associated with a single user and said 
notification service providing said reminder to said selected one. (Col. 14 lines 17-27 
and lines 49-53 i.e. if any one of the devices isn't where it should be, the reminder is 
sent) At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to be motivated to implement the invention of Murray after 
modifying it to incorporate a group of devices associated with a single user as taught 
Koskinen since it is well known that a single user may possess several different portable 
devices (personal cell-phone, work cell-phone, etc. and Koskinen Col. 4 lines 51-54) at 
different times throughout a day (or alternatively, in different locations) but wishes to 
receive reminders regardless of which device the user has in their possession. In other 
words, it is well within the scope of one of ordinary skill to be motivated to provide a 
single service (i.e. schedule reminders) to a user regardless of where the user is located 
and to whatever device the user has in their possession (or is currently using). 

Regarding claim 13, Murray teaches the notification is provided as a text 
message displayed by at least one of said one or more communications devices. (Col. 
3 lines 24-63 and Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43) 

Regarding claim 14, Murray teaches the step of updating stored location and 
presence information. (Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43 and Fig. 3 [1 1 1 ) 

Regarding claim 15, Murray teaches one or more communications devices is a 
plurality of communication devices (the Examiner views this as the applicant being their 
own lexicographer and changing "a plurality" to mean one communication device) 
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identified with a particular communications system user, said stored location and 
presence information for said particular communications system user being updated 
and managed from said one or more communications devices. (Col. 4 line 60 through 
Col. 5 line 43, Fig. 6, Fig. 7 and Col. 10 lines 5-67) 

Regarding claim 16, the limitations of claim 16 are rejected as being the same 
reasons set forth above in claim 12. 

Regarding claim 17, the limitations of claim 17 are rejected as being the same 
reasons set forth above in claim 13. 

Regarding claim 18, Murray teaches the text messaging services comprise e- 
mail, instant messaging and short message service (SMS). (Col. 3 lines 24-63). 

Regarding claim 19, the limitations of claim 14 are rejected as being the same 
reasons set forth above in claim 14. 

Regarding claim 20, Murray teaches a computer program product for managing 
location and presence information for users associated with a communications device 
amongst a plurality of communications devices networked together in a communications 
system, said computer program product comprising a computer usable medium having 
computer readable program code stored thereon, said computer readable program code 
comprising: 

computer program code means for providing current user location and presence 
status to a location context reminder service, (Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43) 

each communication device providing location and presence information 
to said communication system, (Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43 and Fig. 2 [79]) 
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computer program code means for indicating receipt of reminders, received said 
reminders indicating inconsistencies between expected current said user location and 
presence information and actual current said user location and presence status; (Col. 4 
line 60 through Col. 5 line 43, Fig. 6, Fig. 7 and Col. 10 lines 5-67) and 

computer program code means for providing user location and presence 
information updates to said location context reminder service. (Col. 4 line 60 through 
Col. 5 line 43, Fig. 6, Fig. 7 and Col. 10 lines 5-67) 

Murray differs from the claimed invention by not explicitly reciting each one of 
said associated users are associated with more than one of said plurality of 
communications devices, wherein for each of said ones said identity context reminder 
service monitors multiple associated devices of said plurality of communications devices 
for inconsistencies in one or more. 

In an analogous art, Koskinen teaches a method and system for presenting 
reminders in a portable device (Abstract, Col. 14 lines 17-27) that includes having a 
user that is associated with more than one of said plurality of communications devices 
(Col. 14 lines 49-53) and a notification service, said identity context reminder service 
monitoring a plurality of communication devices associated with a single user and said 
notification service providing said reminder to said selected one. (Col. 14 lines 17-27 
and lines 49-53 i.e. if any one of the devices isn't where it should be, the reminder is 
sent) At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to be motivated to implement the invention of Murray after 
modifying it to incorporate a group of devices associated with a single user as taught 
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Koskinen since it is well known that a single user may possess several different portable 
devices (personal cell-phone, work cell-phone, etc. and Koskinen Col. 4 lines 51-54) at 
different times throughout a day (or alternatively, in different locations) but wishes to 
receive reminders regardless of which device the user has in their possession. In other 
words, it is well within the scope of one of ordinary skill to be motivated to provide a 
single service {i.e. schedule reminders) to a user regardless of where the user is located 
and to whatever device the user has in their possession (or is currently using). 

Regarding claim 21, Murray teaches computer program code for indicating 
reminders comprises computer program code means for text messaging. (Col. 3 lines 
24-63 and Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43) 

Regarding claim 22, Murray teaches computer program code means for text 
messaging is selected from a group consisting of: 

computer program code means for sending and receiving e-mail; (Col. 3 lines 24- 

63) 

computer program code means for instant messaging; (Col. 3 lines 24-63) and 

computer program code means for sending and receiving short message service 
(SMS) messages. (Col. 3 lines 24-63 and Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43) 

Regarding claim 23, Murray teaches a computer program code means for 
indicating reminders selects said computer program code means for text messaging 
from said group. (Col. 3 lines 24-63 and Col. 4 line 60 through Col. 5 line 43) 

Regarding claim 24, the limitations of claim 24 are rejected as being the same 
reason set forth above in claim 12. 
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Regarding claim 25, the limitations of claim 25 are rejected as being the same 
reason set forth above in claim 13. 

Regarding claim 26, the limitations of claim 26 are rejected as being the same 
reason set forth above in claim 14. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MATTHEW SAMS whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8099. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-7922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/MATTHEW SAMS/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



/Lester Kincaid/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



